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U Responsive to communication(s) filed on . 

□ This action is FINAL. 

□ Since this application is in condition for allowance except for formal matters, prosecution as to the merits is closed 
in accordance with the practice under Ex parte Quayle, 1 935 CD. 11 ; 453 O.G. 21 3. 

A shortened statutory period for response to this action is set to expire 3 month(s), or thirty days, whichever 
is longer, from the mailing date of this communication. Failure to respond within the period for response will cause the 
application to become abandoned. (35 U.S.C. § 133). Extensions of time may be obtained under the provisions of 
37 CFR 1.136(a). 

Disposition of Claims 

IS Claim(s) 2^4 is/are pending in the application. 

Of the above, claim(s) is/are withdrawn from consideration. 

□ Claim(s) is/are allowed. 

CS Claim(s) 2^4 is/are rejected. 

□ Claim(s) is/are objected to. 

□ Claims are subject to restriction or election requirement. 

Application Papers 

□ See the attached Notice of Draftsperson's Patent Drawing Review, PTO-948. 

□ The drawing(s) filed on is/are objected to by the Examiner. 

□ The proposed drawing correction, filed on is Qpproved Qiisapproved. 

□ The specification is objected to by the Examiner. 

□ The oath or declaration is objected to by the Examiner. 

Priority under 35 U.S.C. § 119 

□ Acknowledgement is made of a claim for foreign priority under 35 U.S.C. § 1 1 9(a)-(d). 

□ All □ Some* □ None of the CERTIFIED copies of the priority documents have been 

□ received. 

□ received in Application No. (Series Code/Serial Number) . 

□ received in this national stage application from the International Bureau (PCT Rule 17.2(a)). 

^Certified copies not received: 

□ Acknowledgement is made of a claim for domestic priority under 35 U.S.C. § 119(e). 

Attachment(s) 

XI Notice of References Cited, PTO-892 

□ Information Disclosure Statement(s), PTO-1449, Paper No(s). 

□ Interview Summary, PTO-413 

□ Notice of Draftsperson's Patent Drawing Review, PTO-948 

□ Notice of Informal Patent Application, PTO-152 
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Claim Rejections - 35 USC §103 

1 . The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 103(a) which forms the- basis for all obviousness 
rejections set forth in this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or described as set forth in 
section 102 of this title, if the differences between the subject matter sought to be patented and the prior art are 
such that the subject matter as a whole would have been obvious at the time the invention was made to a person 
having ordinary skill in the art to which said subject matter pertains. Patentability shall not be negatived by the 
manner in which the invention was made. 

2. Claims 2-4 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over Kuehl et al 
(#5,966,906). Kuehl et al substantially shows the claimed subject matter including teaching the 
concept of using two sensors 80,85 in a coupon inserting mechanism. The sensor means are used 
to synchronized the operation in a more efficient manner. Regarding the placement of the sensor, 
such as, the sensor sensing the coupon at two different positions, Kuehl et al senses the presence 
or absence of a container with sensing means 80 and the presence of a coupon with sensing 
means 85. It would have been an obvious modification to one of ordinary skill in the art to place 
the sensors at any desired location to synchronize the operation. Little patentable weight is given 
to the location of parts, such as, the location of the sensor being at a position to sense the coupon 
unless there is some criticality or unexpected result from the particular position. See in re 
Japikse, 86 USPQ 70 (CCPA 1950). Furthermore, it would have been an obvious modification to 
one of ordinary skill in the art to duplicate the coupon sensor of Kuehl et al to multiply the effect 
for better synchronization. See St. Regis Paper Co. v. Bemis Co, Inc, 193 USPQ 8, 1 1 (7th 

Cir. 1977). 
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3. The prior art made of record and not relied upon is considered pertinent to applicant's 
disclosure. 

4. Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the examiner 
should be directed to Eugene Kim whose telephone number is (703) 308-1886. 



Eugene Kim 
November 6, 2000 



A TTACHMENT TO AND M0D1F1CA TION OF 
NOTICE OF ALLOWABILITY (PTO-37) 

(November, 2000) 

NO EXTENSIONS OF TIME ARE PERMITTED TO FILE 
CORRECTED OR FORMAL DRAWINGS, OR A SUBSTITUTE 
OATH OR DECLARATION, notwithstanding any indication to the 
contrary in the attached Notice of Allowability (PTO-37). 

If the following language appears on the attached Notice of Allowability, the 
portion lined through below is of no force and effect and is to be ignored 1 : 

A SHORTENED STATUTORY PERIOD FOR RESPONSE to comply with the requirements noted below is set to 
EXPIRE THREE MONTHS FROM THE "DATE MAILED" of this Office action. Failure to comply will result in 
ABANDONMENT of this application. Extcnoions of time may bo obtain e d under the provioiono of 37 CFR 1. 136(a). 

Similar language appearing in any attachments to the Notice of Allowability, 
such as in an Examiner's Amendment/Comment or in a Notice of 
Draftperson's Patent Drawing Review, PTO-948, is also to be ignored. 



1 The language which is crossed out is contrary to amended 37 CF"R 1.85(c) and 1.136. See "Changes to 
Implement the Patent Business Goals", 65 Fed Reg. 54603. 54629. 5464 1 . 54670. 54674 (September 8. 
2000), 1238 Off Gaz. Pat. Office 77, 99. 1 10, 135. 139 (September 19. 2000). 



